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This has contributed to the pool of several 

hundred thousand HIV+ Americans who are 
unable to access available appropriate treat-
ment for their HIV disease. This is dangerous 
to their personal health and quality of life, as 
well as to the public health. This ensures that 
more costly hospital interventions will be forth-
coming in federal, state, local, and private 
funding streams, as HIV progresses without 
proper treatment. 

I urge the conference committee to fully 
fund ADAP at $303 million. All Americans liv-
ing with HIV/AIDS must get the help they need 
to purchase their medications and save and 
improve their lives.
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WORLD REFUGEE DAY 

HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2005

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commemorate the courage, spirit and resil-
iency of refugees around the world and the 
compassion, generosity and valor of those 
who have helped them rebuild their lives. The 
amazing stories of these people are an inspi-
ration to us all. 

The lives of refugees are driven by fear of 
persecution based on race, religion or nation-
ality; or even by membership in a particular 
social group or political opinion. The United 
States government plays a unique role in pro-
tecting the human rights of current refugees, 
resolving the conflicts and problems that 
produce refugees and preventing further ref-
ugee crises. Our government must remain a 
world leader in protecting the human rights of 
all refugees. 

According to statistics from the U.S. Com-
mittee for Refugees and Immigrants, as of De-
cember 31, 2004 there are approximately 11.5 
million refugees and asylum seekers world-
wide. The United States has the capacity and 
the potential to receive many more refugees: 
in fiscal year 2004, the refugee ceiling was set 
at 70,000, while admissions into the United 
States totaled only 52,875. 

I challenge the United States government to 
ensure a fair process for determining refugee 
status and to provide physical protection for 
those seeking asylum. Moreover, the United 
States should not unnecessarily detain ref-
ugee seekers in an attempt to deter them or 
others from seeking asylum in the United 
States; such a process is fundamentally con-
trary to the hope of freedom and democracy 
that our country represents. 

I applaud the United States government for 
granting refugees basic human rights such as 
access to work, the means to earn a livelihood 
and the freedom of movement. 

As a representative from California, a State 
with one of the highest number of refugee ar-
rivals each year, I know there is much yet to 
be done to protect the rights of refugees. 

Mr. Speaker, honoring the courage of refu-
gees requires more than mere praise; we 
need concrete actions and durable solutions. 
In their battle against despair, let us be an ally 
to refugees; let us provide a glimmer of hope; 
let us be the beacon that America has always 
symbolized.

PAUL KRUGMAN’S ESSAY 
ENTITLED ‘‘THE WAR PRESIDENT’’

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2005

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I recommend 
to my colleagues Paul Krugman’s essay enti-
tled ‘‘The War President’’ which was published 
in today’s New York Times. How this country 
gets involved in a war always matters and 
since Congress has the Constitutional power 
to declare war, every Member of Congress 
must know how we got there, what we’re 
doing there now and how the war shall end.

[From the New York Times, Jun. 24, 2005] 

THE WAR PRESIDENT 

(By Paul Krugman) 

In this former imperial capital, every 
square seems to contain a giant statue of a 
Habsburg on horseback, posing as a con-
quering hero. 

America’s founders knew all too well how 
war appeals to the vanity of rulers and their 
thirst for glory. That’s why they took care 
to deny presidents the kingly privilege of 
making war at their own discretion. 

But after 9/11 President Bush, with obvious 
relish, declared himself a ‘‘war president.’’ 
And he kept the nation focused on martial 
matters by morphing the pursuit of Al Qaeda 
into a war against Saddam Hussein. 

In November 2002, Helen Thomas, the vet-
eran White House correspondent, told an au-
dience, ‘‘I have never covered a president 
who actually wanted to go to war’’—but she 
made it clear that Mr. Bush was the excep-
tion. And she was right. 

Leading the nation wrongfully into war 
strikes at the heart of democracy. It would 
have been an unprecedented abuse of power 
even if the war hadn’t turned into a military 
and moral quagmire. And we won’t be able to 
get out of that quagmire until we face up to 
the reality of how we got in. 

Let me talk briefly about what we now 
know about the decision to invade Iraq, then 
focus on why it matters. 

The administration has prevented any offi-
cial inquiry into whether it hyped the case 
for war. But there’s plenty of circumstantial 
evidence that it did. 

And then there’s the Downing Street 
Memo—actually the minutes of a prime min-
ister’s meeting in July 2002—in which the 
chief of British overseas intelligence briefed 
his colleagues about his recent trip to Wash-
ington. 

‘‘Bush wanted to remove Saddam,’’ says 
the memo, ‘‘through military action, justi-
fied by the conjunction of terrorism and 
W.M.D. But the intelligence and facts were 
being fixed around the policy.’’ It doesn’t get 
much clearer than that. 

The U.S. news media largely ignored the 
memo for five weeks after it was released in 
The Times of London. Then some asserted 
that it was ‘‘old news’’ that Mr. Bush wanted 
war in the summer of 2002, and that W.M.D. 
were just an excuse. No, it isn’t. Media insid-
ers may have suspected as much, but they 
didn’t inform their readers, viewers and lis-
teners. And they have never held Mr. Bush 
accountable for his repeated declarations 
that he viewed war as a last resort. 

Still, some of my colleagues insist that we 
should let bygones be bygones. The question, 
they say, is what we do now. But they’re 
wrong: it’s crucial that those responsible for 
the war be held to account. 

Let me explain. The United States will 
soon have to start reducing force levels in 

Iraq, or risk seeing the volunteer Army col-
lapse. Yet the administration and its sup-
porters have effectively prevented any adult 
discussion of the need to get out. 

On one side, the people who sold this war, 
unable to face up to the fact that their fan-
tasies of a splendid little war have led to dis-
aster, are still peddling illusions: the insur-
gency is in its ‘‘last throes,’’ says Dick Che-
ney. On the other, they still have moderates 
and even liberals intimidated: anyone who 
suggests that the United States will have to 
settle for something that falls far short of 
victory is accused of being unpatriotic. 

We need to deprive these people of their 
ability to mislead and intimidate. And the 
best way to do that is to make it clear that 
the people who led us to war on false pre-
tenses have no credibility, and no right to 
lecture the rest of us about patriotism. 

The good news is that the public seems 
ready to hear that message—readier than the 
media are to deliver it. Major media organi-
zations still act as if only a small, left-wing 
fringe believes that we were misled into war, 
but that ‘‘fringe’’ now comprises much if not 
most of the population. 

In a Gallup poll taken in early April—that 
is, before the release of the Downing Street 
Memo—50 percent of those polled agreed 
with the proposition that the administration 
‘‘deliberately misled the American public’’ 
about Iraq’s W.M.D. In a new Rasmussen 
poll, 49 percent said that Mr. Bush was more 
responsible for the war than Saddam Hus-
sein, versus 44 percent who blamed Saddam. 

Once the media catch up with the public, 
we’ll be able to start talking seriously about 
how to get out of Iraq.
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INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION 
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006

SPEECH OF 

HON. SILVESTRE REYES 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 21, 2005

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 2475. 

I commend the leadership of the Chairman 
and Ranking Member, and thank them for 
supporting the amendment I offered at mark-
up to align the authorization for an important 
technical program with the level set by the 
Armed Services Committee. 

H.R. 2475 also underscores the importance 
the Committee places on providing full-funding 
of intelligence requirements related to the 
global war on terrorism. For years, Intelligence 
Committee Democrats have fought hard for 
this. If fact, some of us voted against the intel-
ligence bill last year because it contained less 
than one-third of the funding needed for 
counterterrorism. This year, I’m pleased the 
Committee has finally brought a bill before the 
House that provides full intelligence funding 
for our dedicated men and women on the front 
lines. 

This bill also includes House Resolution 
173, a measure which encourages the DNI to 
establish a uniform, multi-tiered security clear-
ance system. Such a system is needed to en-
sure all intelligence agencies fully-leverage the 
cultural knowledge and foreign language skills 
of people who may not be able to be cleared, 
in a timely manner, to the highest levels. It will 
also help increase the workforce diversity and 
skills-mix, both of which are critical to the fu-
ture success and viability of the Intelligence 
Community. 
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The report accompanying H.R. 2475 also 

highlights the work of the El Paso Intelligence 
Center (EPIC). Although EPIC is funded 
through DEA in other legislation instead of this 
bill because of its drug-related intelligence 
mission, its work is critically important to the 
U.S. national security overall. I look forward to 
working with my colleagues to ensure EPIC’s 
activities are funded at an appropriate and 
consistent level. 

In addition to highlighting the strengths of 
this bill, I must also note my serious concerns 
about the general oversight of systematic fail-
ures related to the handling and interrogation 
of detainees. While it is critical that we collect 
actionable intelligence from detainees to pre-
vent future threats, it is imperative that we do 
so in a way that respects U.S. law, and inter-
national conventions and treaties. 

Although there were some issues some of 
us would have resolved differently, H.R. 2475 
is, on balance, a sound bill.
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ROSE GARCIA, RECIPIENT OF THE 
2005 NATIONAL HOMEOWNERSHIP 
MONTH HERO AWARD 

HON. STEVAN PEARCE 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2005

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
acknowledge the accomplishments of one of 
New Mexico’s most devoted citizens, Rose 
Garcia. This morning at the Anthony Commu-
nity Center in Anthony, New Mexico, Rose 
Garcia is receiving New Mexico’s 2005 Na-
tional Homeownership Month Hero Award. For 
more than 20 years, she has worked to pro-
vide housing for residents of rural and urban 
communities along the U.S.-Mexico border. In 
her tireless pursuit of creating opportunities for 
affordable housing, Rose Garcia has made the 
American dream of homeownership a reality 
for thousands of New Mexican families. 

With this award, the New Mexico Partners in 
Homeownership are recognizing Rose espe-
cially for her work on behalf of very low in-
come, underserved and colonia populations. 
Colonias are rural border communities and 
neighborhoods that lack safe and sanitary 
housing, along with basic conveniences we 
take for granted, such as sanitary water and 
sewer systems, street lighting and roads. Tier-
ra del Sol Housing Corporation, of which Rose 
is Executive Director, not only provides hous-
ing but also builds the infrastructure to support 
these neighborhoods. 

There are many obstacles one faces in the 
quest to own a home. Rose Garcia helps her 
clients through every step of the process and 
provides special assistance in one of the most 
important aspects—education. Tierra del Sol 
provides homeownership counseling and train-
ing, before and after the home purchase. 
Residents are given the tools to help them-
selves and begin a new tradition of owner-
ship—and hope. Through her work for the last 
23 years, Rose Garcia has helped countless 
otherwise neglected persons achieve the so-
cial and financial benefits of homeownership, 
despite economic and cultural challenges. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss not to men-
tion the only other recipient of this esteemed 
award—the Honorable Joe Skeen. Congress-
man Skeen was an ardent supporter of home-

ownership programs in New Mexico, and Rose 
Garcia worked with him in that endeavor. She 
continues this legacy, not only through her 
commitment to homeownership, but in her 
dedication, her creativity and her unfaltering 
spirit. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to congratulate 
Rose Garcia on this well-earned distinction 
and express my gratitude for the dedication 
and innovation she has demonstrated. I com-
mend Rose for the hard work she continues to 
perform, and I am proud to recognize her—a 
true model of commitment to homeowner-
ship—today before my colleagues. 

‘‘The American Dream of Homeownership.’’ 
For thousands of New Mexicans, Rose herself 
is a dream come true.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. J. GRESHAM BARRETT 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2005

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, it has come to my attention that one 
of my votes yesterday, Thursday, June 23, 
2005, was not recorded by the electronic de-
vice. 

I ask that the RECORD reflect that I would 
have voted ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall vote #307 (On 
Agreeing to the Bradley Amendment to H.R. 
3010).
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DR–CAFTA 

HON. RUSH D. HOLT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2005

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my opposition to the proposed US-Do-
minican Republic-Central American Free 
Trade Agreement (DR–CAFTA). 

Former U.S. Trade Representative Robert 
Zoellick led the team of U.S. negotiators who 
concluded what they consider to be a good 
trade agreement in DR–CAFTA, and President 
Bush signed it the summer of 2004. This 
agreement will not take effect, however, until 
it is formally submitted to the Congress for a 
straight up-or-down vote, pursuant to the fast-
track trade negotiating authority that Congress 
approved in 2002. 

Fast-track trade negotiating authority was 
first approved by Congress when the Trade 
Act of 1964 was enacted. As a result the Con-
gress cedes much of its power to amend trade 
agreements negotiated by the President. 

I voted against giving the President a 5-year 
extension of fast-track trade negotiating au-
thority in 2002. Fundamentally, I believe Con-
gress ought not cede such open-ended, blan-
ket trade negotiating authority to any Presi-
dent. Nevertheless, the DR–CAFTA agree-
ment has been negotiated by the President’s 
representatives and will come before Con-
gress. 

International trade is not just inevitable, it is 
a good thing. But lowering the cost of goods 
and increasing their availabilitly is not the sin-
gle goal of trade. Trade done right helps lift 
the global standard of living and works to pro-
tect the irreplaceable environment we inher-

ited. Trade is about values. Trade agreements 
are not just about goods and commodities; 
they are also about what constitutes accept-
able behavior in environmental matters, work-
er’s rights, intellectual property, and so forth. 
We should make sure we export the goods we 
produce and not the workers who produce 
them. 

Each new trade agreement entered into by 
the U.S. should be very closely scrutinized. 
Each ought to include the strongest enforce-
able worker rights and environmental safe-
guards attainable, like those included in the 
U.S.-Jordan agreement of 2000. Each should 
also include enforceable rules to protect intel-
lectual property rights and guarantee access 
for U.S.-based corporations to foreign mar-
kets. This can be achieved in trade agree-
ments if we enter negotiations with clear prin-
ciples. 

I voted against the Chile and Singapore 
trade agreements, for example, because the 
inadequate labor and environmental provisions 
included in them, in my estimation, failed to 
meet the negotiating objectives that Congress 
carefully spelled out in the 2002 law extending 
fast-track negotiating authority to the Presi-
dent. They did not provide, for example, that 
trade dispute settlement mechanisms within 
those free trade agreements afford equivalent 
treatment to trade-related labor and environ-
mental protection as intellectual property rights 
and capital subsidies, and the impending DR–
CAFTA fails in this regard, too. The agree-
ment between the US and Jordan, on the 
other hand, is a fine example that good agree-
ments are achievable. 

I am troubled by the DR–CAFTA that the 
President has signed. The DR–CAFTA does 
not contain strong, enforceable provisions to 
protect internationally-recognized worker 
rights. Nor does it have any provisions for en-
vironmental safeguards. Such provisions are 
critical because they both preserve existing 
labor laws and environmental standards in the 
affected countries, and because they ensure 
that American companies will be competing on 
a more level playing field with our Central 
American neighbors. Without such provisions, 
U.S. companies and employees are forced to 
compete with countries that have no labor 
wage, working conditions, or environmental 
protections. The people of all countries lose in 
such a ‘‘race to the bottom.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I will vote against the DR–
CAFTA when it comes to the floor of the 
House and I urge my colleagues to do the 
same.

f 

APPLAUDING ASSISTANCE TO 
MILITARY FAMILIES 

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, June 24, 2005

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, earlier this 
week, ‘‘Operation Helping Hand,’’ a program 
of the Tampa Chapter of the Military Officers 
Association of America (MOAA), was recog-
nized for its efforts to assist the families of 
service members wounded in Operation Iraqi 
Freedom (OIF) and Operation Enduring Free-
dom (OEF). 

The James A. Haley VA Medical Center is 
one of four designated polytrauma centers 
within the Department of Veterans Affairs. 
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